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to keep in mind that a presumption f regularity attaches to all official records. Consequently,

official naval record, the burden is on the applicant to
demonstrate the existence of probable material error or injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
Executive Director

Enclosure

econsider its decision upon submission of new and material
evidence or other matter not previo sly considered by the Board. In this regard, it is important

when applying for a correction of

_.

It is regretted that the circumstance of your case are such that favorable action cannot be taken.
You are entitled to have the Board

cons’deration of the entire record, the Board found that the
evidence submitted was insufficient o establish the existence of probable material error or
injustice. In this connection, the

I
ard substantially concurred with the comments contained in

the advisory opinion. Accordingly, ~ your application has been denied. The names and votes of
the members of the panel will be furnished upon request.

1001/l MMEA-6 of 27 October 1999, a copy of which
is attached.

After careful and conscientious 

1

with administrative regulations and procedures applicable
to the proceedings of this Board. D umentary material considered by the Board consisted of
your application, together with all aterial submitted in support thereof, your naval record and
applicable statutes, regulations and policies. In addition, the Board considered the advisory
opinion furnished by CMC memorandum 

accordan
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This is in reference to your applicati n for correction of your naval record pursuant to the
provisions of title 10 of the United tates Code, section 1552.

A three-member panel of the Board or Correction of Naval Records, sitting in executive
session, considered your application on 30 November 1999. Your allegations of error and
injustice were reviewed in 
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-
his PMOS was closed.
quality reenlistments
was processed i

on 18 November 1998,
n one of the limited

His request

reenlistment date.

5. Point of contact is Captain M. P. Cody, DSN 278-9238.

FY99 reenlistments
on 31 August 1998. Marines competing for boatspaces in PMOS 7242
had their medical, legal and unit endorsements completed prior to
this date.

3. On 13 November 1998, quest was
submitted to his unit car r planner then
obtained the required corn and endorsements and submitted his
request for reenlistment o this headquarters on 18 November
1998.

4. When we received 

i

on that date. He did not return this
completed checklist with he required medical
endorsements until 13 Nov mber 1998.
more than 45 days to complete his med
additionally 15 days to return it to his career planner. For
background, we began processing requests for  

completedlreenlistment  checklist to his unit
career planner as require

1. After reviewing ase, we recommend that

stat/es he started his request for
reenlistment on 11, September 1998. It is true that Sergeant
Brasseure desired to reenlist on  11 September 1998, but he had
not submitted a  

99
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REP,l.LREF,&fl  TO:

OUANTICO,  VIRG INIA 22 134-S 103
IN 
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